Herbert Rowse Armstrong.
during the time she was in the asylum she made steady progress, and
that during the time she was taking the tonic, that tonic containing
arsenic did her good and improved her health. That was a matter which
of course, was dealt with. In October, 1920, when she was given arsenic*
the evidence of an expert called for the Crown was that if she had been
suffering from arsenical poisoning in August, 1920, one would have expected
the arsenic to have retarded her progress, whereas the evidence was the
other way and she was getting better. The evidence was that at the time
his wife was at the asylum Major Armstrong, _ who went to see her from
time to time, was showing the greatest consideration towards her and
displaying to the doctor there the desire to know whether she could come
home.
Counsel read correspondence between Major Armstrong and Dr. Towns-
end. He said that on 22nd January, 1921, Mrs. Armstrong was fetched
from the asylum and taken home. A point of that was made by the Crown
in opening the case. It was said that the desire of the appellant to get
his wife home was a desire that he could get her home to poison her. He
submitted that the letters showed that the point of view taken by the
appellant was consistent with the view which would be taken by a husband
who was desirous, properly because of affection, to get his wife back home.
Mrs. Armstrong returned on 22nd January.
On 25th January she was seen by Dr. Hincks, not because she was
not well, but because there was something the matter with the children.
On 6th February she was not so well as when she returned, and the allega-
tion was that Armstrong, who was said to be giving her poison, sent for
the doctor and said, **My wife is not so well. I want you to keep an
eye on her." On llth February Dr. Hincks examined her, and found
her in a bad state of health. He had no sort of suspicion that there was
anything wrong at all, and on Sunday, 13th February, after the mid-day
meal, Mrs. Armstrong was sick. On 23rd January, the very day after
she returned home from the asylum, it was thought right by Major Arm-
strong to employ Nurse Kinsey, and she remained there till the 27th.
She held the view, however, that, that being a mental case, there ought
to be a whole-time nurse, and, as a result, on 27th January Nurse Allen
was engaged.
Between 23rd and 27th January there was a very important conversa-
tion, because Nurse Kinsey said that Mrs. Armstrong had told her that
she had tried to throw herself out of a window at the asylum, or that she
had gone to the window and found it locked; also that she had been
up to the attic window at Mayfield, and, she asked, supposing anybody
threw herself out of that window would it break her back. That evidence
was supported by Miss Pearce, who spoke as to the incident at the asylum,
and also as to being asked by Mrs. Armstrong whether it would break
her back. At the end of January, within a very short time after her return
from Banrwpod Asylum, Mrs. Armstrong had suicide in her mind—some
attempt or idea of committing suicide both at the asylum and after her
return; otherwise, why those questions?
There was not one scrap of evidence that Major Armstrong ever gave
his wife arsenic, or that he ever gave her any food or drink, not one scrap
of evidence of how or when he administered arsenic.
The lord chief justice—When you say that there is no evidence
that he gave his wife arsenic, I suppose you mean that there is no evidence
that he gave it in the presence of other persons?
Sir henby cuetis bennett—Yes, I mean that.
^The lord chief justice—There is evidence that he had the oppor-
tunity.
Sir henry curtis bennett—Yes, everybody in the house had the
opportunity. There is opportunity to administer it if there is weed-killer
in the fcouse, but in this case one is always left with the fact that the

